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STATE WATER ISSUE Poll Shows Public Supports
More Dams & Reservoirs

New CVP Water Guidelines A rec~ntsurveybyCharltonResear~h
of San Francisco reveals Californians

Feds tie 800, 000 AF of CVP water to fish overwhelmingly support new construc-
tion of dams and reservoirs to expand the
state’s water supply and don’t understanddoubling plan and Bay-Delta Accord. why such improvements have not already
been made.

In September, the Bureau of Rec-the average populations of anadro- Three-quarters of those polled say
lamation and the U.S. Fish andmous fish in Central Valley streamsCalifornia’s long-term water supply is a
Wildlife Service released theirfrom those levels during the periodserious problem, while 79% favor im-
"white paper" for managing the1967-1991. ~roving the state’s water storage and de-
800,000 acre-feet of Central Valley livery system so more water can be
Project water set aside for fish and The approach to achieving thecaptured, stored and delivered,
wildlife under the CVP Improve-doubling goal as described in the

Also, 90% believe California needs a
merit Act. Though the agencies haveplan is to combine all water move-

sufficient, reliable and affordable water
solicited comments on the white pa-ment of the CVP with the 800,000supply to maintain a strong economy
per’s guidelines, it’s expected theyAF and to acquire additional needed80% see a link between a healthy envi-
will be issued in final form about thewater so as to create a higher levelronment and California’s water supply.
first of November, as is. of "fish friendly" water flows in The survey revealed that residents

While the new guidelines clear
Central Valley streams, lieve a chronic water shortage might oc-

up some past confusions regardingAccording to the plan this willcur in the next 20 years, and expressed
the 800,000 AF, except in the wet-involve: overwhelming support for new facilities

to head it off.test of years, CVP contractors can 1) Reoperation of the CVP to While Californians have a general in-expect little relief from the uncertainprovide fishery flows at minimum orterest and concern about water issues,year-to-year fluctuations that haveno risk to project contract deliveries,they are less knowledgeable about spe-plagued CVP deliveries ever since
the CVPIA became law. 2) Dedication of the 800,000 AFcific topics.

specifically to support the doubling For example, just 3% say they have
Management of the 800,000 AF

goals, read or heard anything about the Sacra-
will primarily support the goals of mento-San Joaquin Delta. Asked what
the Anadromous Fish Restoration 3) Acquisition, including pur-percentage of Californians receive their
Program (AFRP) ~ a provision ofchase, of water at times when thewater from the Delta, half the respon-
the CVPIA that requires doublingdoubling goals cannot be metdents say they do not know of those

who have an opinion, the response issee CVP Water Plan page 839% of the state receives its water from

~

~ " -:’ " ......." the Delta. The actual number is approxi-
ide This issue mately two-thirds of California’s 32 mil-¯’ lion people.

~ National News - Congress Wilt Raise HetchHetchy~..-: .: Fee~:;~:.~.!i~..~.,.. 2 Nearly 60% agreed that new urban
::California Currents- Water Supply.& Fluoridation:Laws.Pass.; ....3. development or construction should be
::Water Districts - lid Proposes Water Export Program ..,..,,:; .......o.,4 approved only if the project has an exist-

Agricultural News - Bureau to ReopenSan Luis Drain .,L~.,~.i....~o~L:; 5~ing and reliable water supply.
Preferences for new construction was

:Environmental Issue- Endangered Species Box: Score . ...... ...........6~7 i stronger in Southern California and the
~iWater WaSh-Reservoirs, Water Condi}~b~:~tc.:::,~:.~::~~ii:.~.:,iO~lICentral Valley. However, even the San
..POtpourri - Monstersin Lake Tahoe ................................................,.i~.l~,i;- Francisco Bay Area responded with 75%
:: .... - ’ : ": ¯ : ..". :. i::i.::.i./~. i...:::i iil.i..i..::.:.ii:..i::i...ili=!il..:.i,i:ii:,in favor of new facilities.
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National Notes

Congress Ra Hetch HetChy Feeto ise ¯ ¯ mn
The House Natural Resources Corn- Hetchl ~etehy Water & Powe~ is 0~ The long-awaited Senate version of a

mittee has approved legislation :that : e~ted.byl the.san FrancisCo Public. bill to amend the Sa~e Drinking Water
_would dramatica.lly raise the fee SgrliUti!ities ~imission~iCh~!s0:i.0per~ Act was introduced by Sen. Dirk
~-rancisco pays the U.S: government forates the :San FranctsC0Watei~: D~i~art;Kempthorne (R-Idaho) this month. The
the dght to operate its Hetch Hereby ment.HHW&Pi suppliesddn~ng.watet bill has bipartisan support from Repub-water and power operations on federal . to more: thah 770;~00! i~ni Francisco
land in Yosemite National Park.. resldents and~ wholesales water.: to 30 lican John Chafe�, chairman of the S~n-

The provision, is part of the huge:Bay:Areas~iburbata.water districts.that ate Environment and Public Works

GOP deficit-cutting reconciliation billl :-serve:;an additi0nal.l:.6 mill~onii~resi- Committe�, and ranking Democrat on
which aims to balance the federal dents: . " . the committee Max Baucus.
.budget by 2002: The sevenryear bill: iHH~&P.ats~:prO~ide~eieet~fepOw~: The bill, S 1316, is endorsed by the
was. approved in committee by ~:vote bfl " for all S!F~: mur~icipai uses; thelMuni: American Water Works Association,25-12 and would reconcile current fed- Railway.and S.F~ Intem~iona~;~;Airp0rt;
eral law with new budget targets that Remaining:.l~ower:is S0ldat:�ostto~e Association of Metropolitan Water
seek savings in neady even! govern~ ’ MOdesto andT~dOck IrrigationDiStriCts Agencies, Association of Safe Drinking
ment program. ~der.]ong~termc0ntra~ts.i..:. ¯ Water Administrators Nadonal Gover-

If p,9.assed_, the Ho~s~ proposal wo~Uid:Impa~t0n:theBa~i~l~.: .. i. nors Association, U.S. Conference of
raise ~an ~-rancisco s oill for operating

SF Mai 0~:Fr~nk Jordan and ci~--Mayors, National Association of Coun-
Hetch Hetchy from the $30~000tfie city.re: ~: ; " ~ .... ; " [ ~y ties and National League of Cides.
has been paying since 1913 to $8 mi[- ..... . presentat~ves:are; ~obbymg m favor of

Highlights of the Senate bill are:lion each year. the Senate. proposal:saying.the $8 rail:
.... lion HOuse proposal wii[resutt

Republicans contend San Francisco ]ions 0f.dbliars ir~:power and waterrate . Risk Assessment. Requires the
has been enjoying a huge subsidy for increases fo~.their customers .. EPA to conduct benefit-cost analysis
its water and power and that: it shou!d. " ’ .... ¯ : ...... before proposing drinking water regula-
end:. In a move to get environmentalists Turlock. and Modesto. IrrigatiOn. dis- tions for maximum contaminant levels
and. California Democrats to support the. triCts.reported:the fee increase wouldn’t
bill, language was added that would, have:muCh affeCt.on the Cost of power (MCL) or treatment standards.
place the funds in a separate account they get from HetchHetchy. ,, Contaminant List. Like the House
to be used primarily for the.opei’ationof:. " " Th~ City .argue~that ih addiiionltothe i bill, repeals the current mandate that
Yosemite National Park and to fund " $30,000 for ren~f0r Hetcfi Hetchy~ san EPA name 25 new contaminants everyother national parks in Califomia~ Franc!see contributes :over $1 million athree years whether or not they pose a

A competing bill, introduced by the year to Yosemite National. Park for
m ~ " . ¯ , ¯ health risk. Directs EPA to compile a

Senate Energy and Natural Resources.amtenanea....A!so,, they.re currently
Committee, would charge the city only paying:over $3 milli0n to rebhild the list of contaminants based on risk and

$597,000 a year sewer system that.serves the Tuolumne occu~ence by July 1, 1996 and develop
Meadowsarea of the Park.. " a research plan for each. Allows EPA toThe Senate proposal iS based on a .....: ..... ’ ¯ .... "

formula used under the Federal Power S::F: is an :upstream junior water complete regulations for 12 disinfec-

Act. Under the act, most municipalities rights holder on the Tuolumne River tants and disinfectant-byproducts, the
and private companies that operate by- a~d, under the Raker ACt, is reqUited.to: Enhanced Surface Water Treatment
droelectric facilities on federal land recbgnize prierWater dghts of Modesto Rule andCryptosporidium.
must pay a fee to the federal govern- and..Tu.dock, lrrigati0ndistrfcts~ Accord,
mont. Because the deal between San i ing to the fact. sheet, as a. result oil re~ ¯ Standard Setting. Except for dis-
Francisco and the federal government cent FERC led . mitigation, S:F. infectants, disinfectant-byproducts and
was created by an act of Congress that anticipates paying all feast $3:5.million Cryptosporidium, allows EPA to set
predated the Federal Power Act, San each year for. ~n~ironmentat mitigatt0ns standards at levels less than technologi-
Francisco has not. been subject to the . 0n:the .Tuolumne River. .... cally and economically possible if
FPA formula. According to the .formula, . A: spokesman for the mayor saJd~ benefits would not justif~ the costs ofwhich is administered by the Federal "The city. is doir~g, everything: we. can
Energy    Regulatory Commission right now .to avoi~d: what we feel is es~ systems to comply.
(FERC), the annual fee for Hetch s~ntially punishment for being San
Hetchy would be about $597,.000 .... ;Franci~c0:" An .article in the Chronii~le The California Water Journal

In a recent fact sheet, San Francisco " claimed, the House proposal is in. part
has come out in support of the Senate . sweet, revenge by the Republicans Published monthly in TustJn, California for water
fee. Although the $597,000 is a t,900% against politica~ Opponents, such as: professionals and government employees with water

interests. Subscriptions are $129 per year in U,S. single
increase from what they’re now paying, Rep. George Miller,: who have hist0ri~ copy with quantity prlce~ available upon request. Send
it’s far less than the 26,000% increase cally attacked federal water use by subs~rlptton requests and questions to:
proposed by the House. Central Vaiteyfarmers~

.... Both the House and the.Senate must The California Water Journal
Background on Heteh Hetch~ first pass their reconciliation bills, which 2913 E1 Cam!no Real Suite 233

In 1913, Congress passed the Raker will then go to the House-Senate Con- Tustin, California 92680
Act which allowed San Francisco to de- terence committee to work out the dif: Phone (714) 551-1125velop water storage and power genera- ferences. It’s been suggested the
tion facilities on the Tuolumne River in annua! Hetch Hetchy fees.will ultimately Fax (714) 551-9539
Yosemite National Park for an annual land somewhere between $3 miIlion To request a subscription via facsimile, type or

fee of $30,000. and $8:million. print your name and address on a piece of paper,
erably letterhead, and fax it to the above number.
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CaliforNia Currents

leve, hi her  ero   there is a thresb- . Wilson igns Water.. Law tlold below which cancer risk is unlikely. ’ ...... ., ,;, .....
Promotes peer-reviewed science in EPA

Forthe firZt time in Galifornia .history, the water issue.standards setting, developers: of large projects will have to
¯ State Revolving Fund. Creates new assure an: ample, supply of water is The law will not apply to all develop-

ments. Three criteda have to be met
SRF for drinking water and provides $1amuiid before they ¢.an Start building, before the law kicks in:
billion per year through 2003 to help Gov. Pete: Wilson has signed into [] The project, when finished, wouldpublic water systems comply with the lawSB 901; the bil.f by Sen. Jim Costahave to consume water equivalent to
SDWA. SRF funds are provided to states (D~Ftesno)i that integrates water-supply
which are then authorized to make loans i~iannjng: into the lend, use planning that used by residents of 500 single-

family homes.
to public water systems for capital im-process!

" [] The proposed project would have
provements, iUntii: the. most¯ recent amendments,to be large enough to require an envi-

the.i bil|:was: 0ppd~ed by the Californ a ronmental impact report.Arsenic & Radon. Delays the dead- Chamber. of Commerce; the California
line for revising the MCL for asenic untilBusiness Industry Association, the Calf [] The project would have to require
2001. Establishes an MCL for radon atfomia BUsiness larepeaies Owners andan amendment to a general plan or a
3,000 picoCuris/liter, the.CatifomiaSutaerviso~s Association. specific plan.

The bill is supported by a coalition of Pri!~ciPa! backing for SB 9Ot came Around the state, 110 new towns or
Rept~blicans and Democrats on the Sen- from the California Farm Bureau.. Sup- large subd~vlsions -- aswell as 44 g01f
ate Drinking Water, Fisheries and Wild- pe~Jng theleg!statiOn were the League courses -- are currently on the plan-

of California Cities; the Association of ning maps. These would add over 2
life subcommittee as well as the Clinton ¯

California Water Agencies, the Western million people, increasing the state’s ur-
Adminisl~ation. EPA Administrator Growers Association and the California ban population by neady 10 percent. Of
Carol Browner said, "The way we guar- Cattleman’s AssoCiation,AIso support- these, the 80 that have already been
antee safe water for Americans is broken ing:it.were the East Bay Municipal Util- approved will house about 1.5 million
and needs to be fixed. Well this bill fixes ity DiStdct and. the Metropolitan Water residents who will require an estimated

it, ensuring that when every American Districtof Southern Calh~ornia. 486,000 acre-feet of water per year.

turns on the tap, they won’t get sick from The law imposes a new requirement At the same time, the Department of
Water Resources is predicting severetheir water " on any.city or coun~ .approving a new

deve!opment, of 500.0r: mere houses or water shortages over the next 20 years.

e hotel rooms or business employing The new law is intended to help slow
Form r Reclamation more than 1,000.people; As part of the down what state planners have called

environmental impact report (EIR), offi- California’s out-of-control sprawl, but
Chief Turns Lobbyist cials would have to ask.the local water some are questioning whether or not it

supplierto identify, sources of water for will be effective. The state legislature
In case you’re wondering what Dan the new project- plus existing custom- may have more work to do -- already

Beard is up to since he left his job as ors -- for: the nexti 20 years; It would there’s talk that deve!opers are making
not prevent gitiesftom approving devel- plans for submitting plans for 499 unitscommissioner of the Bureau of Reclama- opments, only force: them to confront orless ata time for new projects.

don, he’s now a lobbyist. " ......

The controversial Beard who took r ¯ " "

over the Bureau2 1,2 years ago with the : " California Fiuoridatgoal to change it from the nation’s pro- - es
micro water resources development

Gov, Pete Wilson hassigned Assembly been fluoridating theii" water for years. Ma-
agency to a water resources managementBill 733. by Assembly Member tacklejot cities in California without fluoridation
agency, now co-leads a firm whose cli-Speier (D-Burlingame) ¯ that mandatesinclude San Diego, Los Angeles, San Jose
ents have included customers of the Con- fluoridation of drinking water systems with and Sacran~iento.
tral Valley Project. 10,000:0rmore service eonnectio0s.

Systems will not be able to use funds
As commissioner since 1993, Beard "Flu0rldation:o£.drlnking water.isrecog- from:ratepayers, shareholders, local taxpay-

supervised the agency he once saidnizext as a.safd, effective, method of reduc-ors or bondholders to pay for installing
should be abolished and wrote the 1992ing tooth decayon a community Scale,’r fluoridation equipment or ongoing fluorida-
CVP Improvement Act which changed

WilS0a said at: the signing, t~on treatment. These funds must Come

forever how the federal government man- The new lave, administered by the De- from donations or federal grants. The pro-
partment of Health Services, will take effectgram is estimated to cost about $45 mitlion

ages water in California. January 1. DHS is tO develop a regulationstatewide to start, up and $5 million for op-
"I’m sort of testing the waters," Beard for minimum and maximum levels of flue- .orationseach year. In any year a system is

said. "I’ll be doing lobbying work and ride for drinking water byJ’anuary 1, 1997. not provided funding for operation and
maintenance costs from sources other than

consulting, working and seeing what pos- Watersystems.of 10,000 or mdre serviceits own usual funding sources, that system
sibilities are out there." Beard left his hisconnections are to provide DHS with an es- does not have to continue to fluoridate.
job at the Bureau in order spend morefimate of the cost to install fluoridation
time with his family, treatment by July 1, 1996. Currently, 17 The California Dental Association and

percent of Californians receive fluoridated other medical groups praised the new law
His new partner, John Freshman, haswater. San Francisco, the East Bay Munici-as an important first step in preventing cavi-

previously represented Sacramento onpal Utility District and Long Beach have ties in California children.
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~� #, T E I! DisTniCTS

IID SDCWASign PaCt:::::/::::::: flood con ol issues, Co taand ::
: Water Dis~ict, Anheuser Busch ~d ~e

Los Angeles Coun~ S~imfion Dis~ct.
The Impedat IrdgafiOnDistd~..ahd. ~e fi~ has been ren~ Freshm~

the San Diego Coun~ Water Au~od~. ~al!eg:event~!!y .ddefi~::~ ae.:t~a~:E6S:Be~d Inc.
have signed: a ~morandum 0[ undetr " ’ Angeles ~ight:gm~?. :~.:: .,..;: :~.:. :.~ ~:~
standing (MOU)under~ieh.l.IDw601d .:::.~:: ~: .....: ::.::~/- Feder~ e~ics laws prohibit Be~d

..... " s I t ~ At~ me center or: t~ eon~oVerS "arefrom ~ing to influence his old agencyallow growers ~n the d~lnct to et he.:. . .... :. ~ ......... :.,~ ; ........:~ .: Y:

.................... ’ ~ wh ................................
for ~o ye~s. He s~d ~at’s not the only

The ~an olego region, uaes ~U~.::acmsinthe i~fial~ailev : : ..::..
re.on why he’ll be staying away from

500;000 ~re-feet .of water per yea~L~. : :..::.::. ::.~.~.: ::..~.~:.: :::::...:::..::.:::;:....~ ::::::::::::::::::/:::::::::::::::::::::::::::/::::::B~eau business.
nearly 90 percent of which iS pfimh~sed::..~?The.5~e~are:~b~i~-~ireeia~::~is is Be~d’s ~d time ~ound ~e[rom the Metropofitan WaterDi~tde[Of:.
Southern Catilornla~ SDWCA iS MWD’s: ing:~::.: ~aj~ :::: pt8y~rs.. :~ ~:. :: hi~5:Si~ke~:lobbying ff~k. After a stint in ~e C~er
largest w~lesale customer,: using:....:~fi[ure~:: T~:~ have. ma~Or. ~Ot~ihg$~; ifiAdminisffaOon’s In~6or Dep~ent,
ab~t 20 percent of ~D’sannuai.ex-: [a~ing;: Oil~ ~al~:h~el~.~ea[:~ta~e~~he became a lobbyist in ~e e~ly
~as, ¯ .... : :: thest~k:~a~Ret..a~d:~:::S~vlngS:~d:~.19080s. ~ ~e mid 1980s he joined

San Diego u~m ar~ n,r~e~d t~ 11:6 :i0aa::ifidU~t~::~:~::.:~e[~::;:~ont~?es:.joined ~o~er lobbying

~[~%~g~t2g~:. = ~ .. - T .- -==="~ ....
:-= .. ~as~a:[~r ~i~:~or ~nO~t;~fi:~e~n~%~:~e~a~~

,ing hired by Rep. George--Miller"
they currently pay for MWD water:.. : .h~d; !~. ~~h~m~ ;~:~;$~:~: ~il!i0n; in.: ......

liD, .one of the s~te’s otde~ water ~o~..ohe:; brothe~ ~. bt~itbd; :Wi~:i~ EPA B]as~ Agbgrfl
agencies, has a pe~anent entiffement " sfi~ih~ W~l~::DJbfiby:: Co~:ahd::
da~ng from t9tl to ab0ut &.~. miiiibn ~ ~Cfi~[~S0drab~:~0~S~:~=:::: ~:~. :: ::. : :~ ::~ Dam Proposal
acre-feet of water Item the COlorado ~ : :~: .:::~: ;.: .::~: ::.:::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::~ :~:~:::: ~
River. lid estimates that ~oot 5~000. . . ::. A::sPo~m~(:::~r:;::~he/.:~.bm~e~:./has~: In a repo~ to ~e U.S. ~y Co~s of
acre-feet of that water Could be tranS~ ~n~;tei~ng~b~ bf~{~Pe~a~liey:¯ Engineers, ~e Enviro~ental ~otecfion
fe~ out of the distri~, that theB~s::b~th~m~.did:~ot:sta~:.bUyz Agency contends ~at cons~ction of

...... ing land: i~ :~e Valley to ~rn a q~ick
Earlier this year; lid issued their: be: n~f t th~h~dter ~~ Hb~a~ ih~u: ~e Auburn D~ is "environmen~]]y

sic policies on how lando~em could w~tto fa~:~O:raiSbe~leaS’:Weff:~ unacceptable because ~t could des~oy
could console and transfer water and oa~ cinate i:~::a~V Wa[~ ~a~tin~:-i~:~: up to 1,369 acres of ~e Ame~c~ R~ver¯ ¯ ¯ " ~- w .: ;:    ~ ¯ ~ ~.. ~ "    :protect Impanel Valley water nghts. All that the [~D:bba~:.de~[~::: " ::. ’~ ¯ :: : c~yon and aff~t whitewater r~ing on
transfers are to be volunta~ and all title .;:::: ::;::;.~:::.~.;; :;:.:Y~.~::~::~
and ownership of water rights to mar- Growe~s:.~w6~.~;:~e~ :~i~:::~[:

39 miles of ~e no~ and middle for~
keted water will remain with the district, incite som~::{0:::f~6~:~h~i~fieids::in;~de~:~;of the American River.

.. to m~e::~i~::p~bfi{S:~:~h:~t~::D:e~i~=0f: While EPA d~s not have vetolid uses about 2.85 m lhon acre-feet
h " ; ......: ’" ........: ;=:: ’ :;:r: ~ ..............of their nver entitlement peryear,, thus ....;..:.::. .......~ .....: .......; .........: .......:::: au~ofi~ over ~e project, its opinion

has additional water nghts in rese~e.. " .... ; .,:.:.. ............ .. ......... : : ............ could be a factor in the loc~ decision of
~_ ._rgest posen of lids Colorado.. ......:. ................::..::~.. .......:.::. ....... .....: ....::..:~
R~er ri~ht~ ar~ ~n~nr. ~iAh~ ~ll~atO ee:pa~::et~e:market[~g:.plan.~euldwhaler or not to build &e d~ ~d
pr~nf P~t~H R~nh{~ ~n.nfln~ t~ : ~:askedtoc~t:ba~:.thekwate~uSe:]could ~f~t ~ture civil lawsui~ to
a~"~.’6="m~l~n"~’;~’.f;~.’"~:.: . a~dw~::~p~::,~h~p~:~[~::.[lD:::~:;:::::::;:.~;.:;~ block cons~uction if it is approved.
~ese are ahead of mostothe~ rights in.:one ~s~ue: :~t:~:t# :bd~:~i~e~::::~the Lower Basin States inelfiding ~6W~ th ::t"[I~ ~* ;~e::0w:" " ~[~~;~: ~:::: ~e EPA report urged the Co~s ~d

~hts he~ ~" *~At~ ~.~.. ~a+~. ne e. ~.t..p erto:m~K.a the S~r~ento Area ~ood Con~ol
~       u o~ Iwvv~ ~ua~s~ta vvat~ l O r " " ~ .......... .................. . . : and wne ~..:suc :::as ~e: Bass::broth~:Dtstnct, Nevada and most of Anzena, ers from ~i6~i5g: ~a~::0f ~h~ land:’

Agency to select one of

.... t ~:.. ..........
-... :.. .... :: te~atives to protect ~� Sacr~ento

State and federal laws and agree~ " o.geta:sptit:of:~the:Water~s~es profits:. "
me~ts including a decision by the:U.S. ::. ::..:.:.::..:: :~::. :~.~:-~L:~ ~.~.: .::... ~;.: .:. ~.: ~.~ ::./:~.~:..~. #ore potential floods. ~e ~o other al-

’ ¯ " MWD iS concerned it ~uldlose its. te~atives involve ¢nl~ging FoIsomSupreme Cou~, orotect I Ds senior ........ ........ . .................. ..
dn’t nd ~ r i~n fn tR~ di~f inf " biggeSt customer:.:~with 500;00o::ac[e4. D~, ~peradng Folsom Dam to re-=hsa ac odn r ,the ....................................... ::.
fi-htsu wil~not~           ~=e~’~’~erp is feet ofexce~.Wate~:aq~l#~ ttD.~ould, sere more space for floodwater ~d

...................... Diego curre~bu~iro~:.MWD:~ ;~ ? :"~:;;~ raising levees along &e lower American
Reaction to Deal River. ~e EPA repoA ~so cd~cized

. ~lth£ug~ tra£~!ers of lid ware[ arestill in me Tar off~uture, concerns nave ~:7 biili0n ~ ~ital:.:: iN~ove~e~ #~0- ~e Co~s disarms wi& ~e EPA’s
been raised by s£me of the valley’s gram, pad: of.~it~:~to.:be~el~:~ San Di~g6;..: findings. ~e Co~s h~ not made a r~-
growem as we I as ~rom MWD. mi ht have to be c~ back #~th : Staa. ommendation on one of the ~ree op-g ............ ..::..: ........ .......... .~: ¯

T ’ , mpo~g watet::tr0m ~e lmperialVa~: tions yet, but says ~at environmentalo describe some of the growers re- . ........ ..... .::.:. ¯ .- .:.: ...... ... ......... ..
a~ion to the idea of sel ing valley fa~ lay. These proj~ts t~!ude ~e. $2:.btt: d~ages #ore the proposed d~ c~ be
w~r tn urban n~#m in A~n ~i~nO a~ a .... li0n Domenigen[ Rese~0i# [n RiVerside.......................... = ..... ....... .................. .... ¯ ............ ¯ offset by p~ch~ing ~d managing a
h" h tak s hi m m" : and a: $90O milli~ . pipeline to the Statelg -s e , gh-emoton dra a ~ght ., - - ¯ " - .... ¯ " ¯ .... ¯ ..... simil~ecosystem fu~erups~e~.
understate the situation, water ~role~, ¯ . . ...::~

Some are comparing it to the Owens MWD has:: .... halted~ = a. $6: milfion: " : bO~:" S~CA, which will shoe $e deci-
Valley in the early pa~ of this centu~ tract t0:~slgn :a~0ew:p!pefine into S~ sion with &e Co~s ~d the state flood
where landowners were persuadedto Diego unti[ SD~A decides whether to agency, has delayed its recommendation
sell their water so it could be pumped proceedwilh t~e, . ,    ;liD water tra~fem,.    . until sometime in November.
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Agricultural Water News

Grasslands Bypass Project to Reopen San Luis Drain
Bureau of Reclamation will test a new drainage program for two to five years.

The U.S. Bureau of Reclamation hasJoaquin River. drainage stays within recent average se-
plans for reopening of a 28-mile section According to the Bureau, the bypass lenium load levels in the first two years
of the San Luis Drain in order to ira-will provide a temporary experiment sta-(6,660 pounds per year) and then make
prove the drainage of salt and seleniumtion for scientists to evaluate selenium reductions of 5% annually over the fol-
laden water from farms on the west sidechanges and also see if a single regionallowing three years. If limits are ex-
of the San Joaquin Valley into the Sandrainage channel will help improveceeded, the committee can charge the
Joaquin River. water quality in the San Joaquin River. districts monthly t~es of $700 to

$20,800 and annual tees of $25,000 toThe uncompleted San Luis Drain was The use of the bypass channel would $250,000.closed ~n June 1986 after selenium in ag-be on a two-year use agreement that
ricultural drainage water was linked tocould be extended an additional three Grasslands Water District supplies
dead and deformed birds at Kestersonyears if certain environmental conditions water to private, state and federal wild-
wildlife refuge. Construction of the drain are met. life wetlands that annually host almost a
began in 1968, but was halted in 1975

The project includes a system of sele-
million waterfowl and migratory birds.

when funds ran out and environmental
nium load targets and penalties for ex- According to General Manager Don

concerns over the Delta surfaced. The
drain would have transported the used ceeding the targets to be administered byMarciochi, the current drainage system

six water districts within the San Luis interferes with Grassland’s ability to
agricultural water from the west side to

Delta-Mendota Water Authority. A corn- provide clean water to the Los Banos
the western Delta, then flow out to San mittee made up from state and federaland Volta state wildlife areas and the
Francisco Bay and, ultimately, the Pa-

agencies will monitor and oversee theKesterson National Wildlife Refuge.
cific Ocean. When halted, only 85 milesproject. "We’ve been trying for I0 years toof the planned 290-mile drain was com-
pleted, terminating at Kesterson. The districts must make sure themanage this drain water," Mariochi said.

Late last year, a federal court ruled
that failure of the Bureau to provide
drainage for west side farmers as origi-
nally planned was a violation of the San GRASSLANDS BYPASS CHANNEL PROJECT
Luis Act and ordered the Bureau to pro- ~.--"
ceed with its application for a permit to .~"
discharge the tainted water in the Delta.

The Grasslands Bypass Channel Pro- Stanisl~us
ject is a five-year pilot program being County
conducted by the Bureau, San Luis Mud Slough(North)

Delta-Mendota Water Authority and
/ -State & FederalGrassland Water District. /

/ Wildlife AreasCurrently, agricultural-drainage water
is disposed of by transporting it to the
San Joaquin River via one of two canals
that mn through state and federal refuge san Joaquin
areas. When one canal is carrying drain-

Grasslandage water to the river, the other is carry- ...... --’.. ""
ing flesh water for the wetlands. The Watarglstdct~ /
system is then switched around so the

[
Gra~lands /

wetlands along the other channel can get Bypasz Channel /

fresh water. /
The Grassland Water District has had New Connection to

to managed this switching program since San tuis Drain ,,/ Fresno Count~
1985 when drainage water could no ....

ply. But it’s now feared that residual se-
lenium could be moving up through the MercedCo~nf? ~::: !lpPe~ D~nageAm~: .
soil in the wetlands. Up to 25% of the .... / :.-..:.:-...

wetlands and flow directly into the San

October 1995 California Water Journal 5

C--098694
C-098694



II I

ENviroNmeNtal Issue

House Panel Approves ESA Amendments
House Resources Committee Chair-now, the Sacramento fall-run providesida at 97 and Alabamaat 89.

man Don Young (R-Alaska) and Endan-one of the largest commercial salmon With less than 5% of the nation’s land
gered Species Task Force Chairmanfisheries on the Pacific coast. area, California houses over 20% of the
Richard Pombo (R-California) won ap-HR 2275 Faces Obstacles nation’s animals under federal protection
proval this month for legislation to re- classified as endangered. This includes
form the federal Endangered Species HR 2275 appears to have strong sup-50% of the endangered reptiles, 50% of
Act. The Resources Committee votedport among House Republicans, but it’sthe insects, 43% of the amphibians, 43%
27-17 to pass HR 2275, which will nownot clear how well it will do in the Sen-of the crustaceans, 20% of the mammals,
go to the House Agriculture Committee ate. A good test will be when Sen. Dirk20% of the fish and 19% of the birds.
before reaching the House floor. Kempthorne (R-Idaho) introduces a

The vote took place after eight hours similar reform bill in the Senate. But it’s in the proposed listings cate-

of verbal exchanges which ended with However, both the Senate and House
gory where California stands out the
most. In the latest count from the Fish

five Democrats and all but three Repub-could get bogged down in a fight with and Wildlife Service, there are 119 Cali-licans on the committee voting in favor the Clinton Administration over the fornia species waiting to be listed as
of the bill. Several amendments were of-budget, causing ESA reform to be setcompared to only 65 such listings in all
fered that would have watered down theaside. Supporters of reforming the ESAother states combined. These numbers
Pombo bill but most were defeated, leav-are hoping ESA reform will be voted on don’t represent just mere suggestions to
ing the bill intact, before the end of this year, It will de- list a species but are formal petitions

A Democrat-sponsored substitute bill pend on how fast Congress can move onwaiting to be evaluated by federal wild-
which would have retained many of thebudget bills which have a higher prior- life agencies.
measures in the current ESA was de-ity. If ESA reform gets delayed until
feared by 28-17. next year, an election year, because the California also has 47 Candidate 1

issue is so controversial, it’s possible species, three times that of Texas. These
Supporters of HR 2275 say it will donothing will happen. This would be very could soon be added to the current list

away with unnecessary governmentdisappointing for many in California. bringing the state’s total to 208. In the
regulation and protect the rights of prop- Total Listings column it’s much the
erty owners. An important provision of California’s Endan[ered Species same story, California, with 327 total
the Pombo bill is a requirement that the More than any other state, California listings, outnumbers the second state
federal government compensate propertyhas a lot at stake in reforming the ESA.Florida by more than 3:1. The 935 spe-
owners if species protection deprives As shown in the chart at the right, Cali- cies in the Of Concern column also out-
them of 20 percent or more of the eco-fornia leads the nation in protecting spe- number the next closest state by 3:1.
nomic use of their property, ties and it seems only fitting and proper ESA Due for AmendmentIt would also redefine "take" to mean that Congress has picked Richard
only those actions that directly harm a Pombo, a Californian, to head the task With these sort of disparities, it’s no
protected species. Cuixently, landownersforce charged with reforming the law. wonder Californians are suspicious of
can be prosecuted if they destroy habitat

Moreover, a close look at the chart the federal ESA. Pornbo says that requir-
suspected of or known to be housing

should convince even the most ardent ing peer reviews and eliminating popula-
tion segments, both features of his bill,protected species,

supporter of the current ESA that some could help reduce the number of futureIn order for a species to be listed, the kind of changes are needed. For some
data backing up the listing would be re- reason, California, which takes up onlylistings in California while still protect-
viewed by an independent scientific 4.4% of the real estate in the United

ing species with legitimate needs.

panel. Critics of the current law, includ-States and only 12% of the nation’s Pombo claims his bill is not intended
ing Gov. Pete Wilson, have accused fed-population, looks to have a dispropor- to gut the ESA as critics claim, but to
eral agencies of using "poor science" in tionate share of protected, proposed and make it better. Even Interior Secretary
past decisions to list a species, candidate species listed under the ESA. Bruce Babbitt agrees the 22-year-old law

The House bill could greatly affect In the number of species alreadyneeds updated and has agreed to imple-
California, however some of its provi- listed, no other state comes even close toment some of the features in the Pombo
sions could get changed in negotiations California. Although Hawaii’s 224 list- bill administratively if Congress fails to
with the Senate. One provision in the bill ings outnumber California’s 161 listings, amend the act.
important to California would prohibit there’s really no comparison. Only 37 of Note: As shown in the ESA Box-
federal agencies from reallocating waterHawaii’s listed species are animals, asscore, the rest of the world doesn’t seem
for endangeredspecies, compared to California with over 80to share America’s concern for protect-

It would also give Congress the first- listed animal species. About 83% of theing species. Of the 1,524 species on the
ever right to vote on ending protections listed species in Hawaii, 187 out of 224,world list, 960 are located in the United
for "population segments" of species like are exotic plants and flowers with someStates with only 564, including just three
the Sacramento River’s winter-run chi-listed numerous times because they’replants, to be divided up among Canada,
nook salmon. Although the winter-run is found on several islands or island loca- Mexico, Central and South America,
protected under the ESA, there’s plentytions. The only states that come close to Europe, Africa, Asia, Australia, Polyne-
of fall-run chinook salmon. In fact, right California’s 161 listed species are Flor-sia, Micronesia and Antarctica.
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ESA BOX SCORE Summary of Endangered and Threatened
" " ’ Species in the U.S. Listed by State

Protected Species as of Protected Proposed Candidate Total Of
September 30, 1995 Species Listings 1 Listings Listings Concern

Endangered ~reatened CAL|FORN|A 1~i: ....... 11.9 - ........4~I ........:"327 935:
Florida 97 7 2 106 278

Texas 72 7 17 96 301

Birds 74 16 Arlzona 46 9 ~ 6 71 204

Amphibians 7 5 North Carolina 58 0 2 60 206

Snails 15 7 Utah 38 2 14 54 197

Kentuolo~ 38 6 2 46 105

]IIseets 20 9 South Carolina 38 0 2 40 115
Arachnids 5 0 .a~!~i~
Subtotal 320 114 Nevada 33 2 4 39 250

Louisiana 27 1 2 30 65

Flowers 406 90 Washingto. 22 1 5 28 94

Ferns Etco 26 2 Missouri 22 0 5 27 81

Subtotal 434 92 New York 22 0 1 23 72

New Jersey 19 0 3 .... 22 . .. 51U.S. Total 754 206 ~..o
Indiana                 20          1          0         21           72

Ohio 18 2 0 20 61
Animals Endangered 320 ~" ’":~: : ......" " ~ :~~"
Animals Threatened 114 Michlga. 18 1 0 19 55

~lawam 17 0 1 18 22

Plan~ ~reatened 92 Rhode Island 16 0 1 17 17

U.S. Grand To~ 960 west w~l.~

South Dako~ 10 0 5 15 36

Nebraska 11 0 2 13 38

Animals Threatened 40 aon~na 12 0 0 12 58

elan~ Endangered 1 Pennsylvania 10 0 1 11 83

Plan~ To~! 3 ~as~

Forei~ Grand Tot~ 564 ~=~t,=ct o~ Colu~=.
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(~vv’3P Water Plan from page 1 approved by the EPA. ffmal draft of the AFRP with reason-

through reoperation or use of theStreamflow Targets Under the AFRPableness applied is due in November
and FWS plans to conduct publicdedicated water. Specifics on how the 800,000 AFhearings throughout the Central Val-

How much water will be available
will be used for doubling anadro-Icy on the draft around mid-January.~ mous fish populations in the CentralThey hope to issue a final AFRP in¯ . ~ to CVP users will, of course, dependValley won’t be available until theMarch or April 1996.on water conditions. However, as re-Bureau and FWS finalize their plan

quired in the CVPIA, the entirefor the Anadromous Fish RestorationCVP Operations Criteria
800,000 AF will almost always beProgram (AFRP). Once the AFRP is f’malized and inset aside for fish and wildlife and
only during the very wettest years,The first draft plan of the AFRPplace, operation of the CVP will be
such as this year, will the 800,000was released several months ago andmuch different than in the past. De-
AF pose no risk to CVP contract de-generated considerable controversycisions on operations and water allo-
liveries. On the other hand, inamong CVP users. As reported in thecations will be as much a responsi-
drought years, such as in 1992, theJune 1995 issue of the CWJ, the planbility of the FWS as they are of the
impact can be quite dramatic, detailed over 280 action items thatBureau.

must take place on Central ValleyFollowing is a synopsis from theAffects of Ba~,-Delta Accord rivers and streams in order to fulfillwhite paper of how the agencies plan
While the guidelines guaranteethe goals of the AFRP. The focus ofto operate the project:

that a portion of CVP yield will al-the plan was on increasing natural
ways be set aside for fish and wild- Each year the hydrologic condi-
life, for the first time, the Bureau and:0~ : ~:.~ ~~:: ~S ~:i:: tions in the Central Valley variesFWS have assured water users it will:iii i with snow and rainfall. Flows in riv-

ers and streams also vary dependingneverexceed800,000AF. Thiscan

: opei~d2tiO~:iI i~! ~::i~h~ CVP iconditions from the prior year. These
be credited, in part, to the work and
influence of CVP agricultural and

on runoff and the carryover storage

urban water users on the December.ii:i~ili.:::b~::::ii:~i~(:d~d~e~n~:: factors are all reflected in the annual
15, 1994 Principles For Agreementiiii h:ah:in: oper tionalwillbe subjectPlanto Ofcontinualthe CVPupdatingWhichon Bay-Delta Standards between the

siOnsState of California and the federal¯ ?Oh:: as the dynamics of the water year
change. Therefore, in order to better

~:!~S:i:~ ~:.:~p~h~ toration benefits the operationalPrior to the agreement, water us-::: : ii :
ers were concerned the federal gov- ¯

: i;!i iiii:: :. the 800,000 AF, and the acquisitioneminent intended to double dip into
the CVP water supply. This cameth:eyare:ibf:ihle:.BU  au?:.II,I of additional water will vary as hy-
about when the Bureau and the U.S.::.::: :::i::: ;i::::. i: .A:: drologic conditions and project op-
Fish and Wildlife Service suggested erational circumstances change.
they did not want CVP water neededflows on about 30 Central Valley
to fulfill bay-delta standards to inter-rivers and streams as well as higherTo allow for the variability in

fere with water to be used for fishoutflows through the delta. Also in-Stream flow objectives, biological
doubling and other environmentalcluded were actions to modify anddata for each CVP controlled river
provisions of the CVPIA. They maderemove dams, install fish screens andand stream will be developed for
it known that CVP water required byrepair spawning grounds on most ofcorresponding hydrologic and opera-
the EPA to meet bay-delta standardsthe CVP controlled streams in thetional conditions as identified in the
would be in addition to the 800,000Central Valley. AFRP.
AF required by the CVPIA. One problem with the plan was The hydrologic conditions are re-

However, that possibility wasthat it called for more water to flowferred to as "water year types" and
eliminated by language in the De-down streams, through the delta andare represented by 5 types: critically

into San Francisco Bay than Motherdry, dry, below normal, above nor-cember agreement that states allNature has the ability in most yearsmal, and wet. Further definition ofCVP water provided to meet bay-to deliver, the operational conditions of the
:- delta water quality standards will be CVP will be characterized by the

¢Ke.qilgd toward the 800,000 AF A spokesman for FWS told thecarryover storage levels in CVP res-
called for in the CVPIA. While theCWJ that’s all water under the bridgeervoirs and will be classified as low,Principles For Agreement is in-now. He explained that at the onsetmedium low, medium high, andtended to be in force for a three-yearof developing the AFRP, the objec- high.period, the State Water Resourcestive given to the AFRP technical
Control Board made that conditionteams was to develop a plan to dou-In April of each year, the water
long-term by including similar lan- ble fish populations and not to con-year type will be identified. A set of
guage in its Bay-Delta Water Quality sider "reasonableness" or economicflow objectives will be developed
Control Plan, which has since beenconsequences in their plan. He said athat cover the range and combination
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of hydrologic and operational condi- Such a year occurred this year --conditions in 1992, the amount dedi-
tions possible in the CVP. the third wettest year on record, cated under the CVPIA would have

been reduced from 800,000 AF toThe basic approach is to provide The other condition is during se-600,000 AF.)higher flows and better condtitionsvere drought years. The CVPIA uses
for fish in wet years and assure athe drought period 1928-1930, theEvaluatlono[AFRP
protective flow pattern in dry yearsworst drought on record in Califor- According to the Bureau andto buffer fish populations against un-nia, as the benchmark to determineFWS, only after all management ac-acceptable adverse conditions duringwhether or not the full 800,000 AF istions have taken place will the evalu-drought, to be deducted from the CVP yield, ation of the effectiveness of the

The highest efficiency of waterSpecifically, the CVPIA definesAFRP be able to be made and by
can be achieved through a combinedthe "firm yield" of the project to behow much the use of the 800,000 AF
use of reoperation of the CVP, thethe water deliveries during the 1928-has reduced the delivery capability
use of the 800,000 AF and acquired1934 period under conditions of theof the CVP. The agencies expect that
water under Section (b)(3) of theapplicable permits, licenses, andthe drier the year, the more impor-
CVPIA." agreements in place at the time thetant the 800,000 AF will become and

Note: In meeting the goals of theCVPIA was enacted, the higher the likelihood the full
800,000 AF will be dedicated to fish

AFRP, the Bureau is authorized by The CVPIA states further: In alland wildlife, thus reducing the deliv-
the CVPIA to acquire water. Suchtypes of hydrologic conditions someery capability of the project.
water will be utilized as needed toamount of water may be dedicated
achieve the goals of the AFRP byfrom the annual supplies without re-Computer modeling analyis is ex-
supplementing the reoperation of theducing CVP deliveries and withoutpected to play a major role in the fu-
CVP and 800,000 AF. One way ofimpacting the firm 1928-1934 yieldture short- and long-term operation
acquiring additional water is for theof the project, of the CVP. Each year, computer
Bureau to purchase it with funds modeling will evaluate the move-
from the CVPIA Restoration Fund. In other words, CVP yield is de-ment of water in the CVP and how
After fulfilling its primary purposefined as the amount of water thatthe CVP can be managed to achieve
of meeting the needs of the AFRP,would have been delivered if thethe AFRP flow targets of project
the Bureau will explore oppormni-CVP had existed during the 1928-controlled rivers and streams with
ties to utilize the water in a manner1934 -- minus the amount of waterthe least amount of risk to water con-
that would provide additional fund-that would have been subtracted be-tract deliveries.
ing to the restoration fund. cause of state and federal regulationsActions Affecting the 800,000 AFthat existed in 1992 (whenthe
Limits on the 800,000 AF CVPIA was enacted). The recently introduced CVP Re-

In developing flow objectives tolmpact o[800~000 AF form Act (HR 1906) by Rep. John
meet the goals of the AFRP, reduc- Doolittle, R-Rocklin, could affect
tions of water deliveries to CVP us- In a normal year, the CVP deliversthe planned use of the 800,000 AF.
ers will never be more than 800,000approximately 6.8 million acre-feetFor one, it would write into federal
AF in a single year. Also, manage-of water, which makes the 800,000law that any CVP water used to meet
ment of the 800,000 AF applies onlyAF dedicated to fish and wildlife ap-bay-delta water quality standards
to CVP controlled rivers and pear to be not much of a sacrifice, must be counted as part of the

800,000 AF dedicated by thestreams. But in dry years, CVP deliveriesCVPIA. Even though that require-
However, there are two conditionscould be seriously impacted. For ex-ment is part the Bay-Delta Accord

that could cause less than 800,000ample in 1992, a dry year--and co-and in the state’s bay-delta water
AF to be deducted from the CVPincidentally the same year thequality control plan, Supporters of
yield. Both occur only under extremeCVPIA became law but not yet in el-HR 1906 say it is part of their effort
hydrologic conditions, fect -- CVP deliveries totalled 3.6to clean up and clarify the CVPIA.million acre-feet. Of that, about 2.4

One is during above normal andMAF was delivered to CVP settle- Another provision of the CVP Re-
wet year conditions. During thesement and exchange contractorsform Act that could effect the
years the CVP yield may meet flowwhose allocations must come first800,000 AF is the requirement that
objectives for fish and wildlife pur-and can only be reduced by 25 per-the CVPIA anadromous fish dou-poses while still providing 100 per-cent when the CVP runs short ofbling program be integrated with a
cent of project contract deliveries. Inwater, similar state-sponsored program.
this scenario the 800,000 AF dedi-
cated to fish and wildlife becomesIf the CVPIA had been in effect in This would require major modifi-
moot. This occurred this year (19951992, 600,000 AF for fish and wild-cations to the federal AFRP, the
water year), the third wettest year onlife would have been deducted fromblueprint for the use of the CVP’s
record. Not all above normal or wetthe remaining 1.2 MAF, leaving only800,000 AF, so it could be integrated
year conditions will erase the need600,000 AF for all other CVP con-with the state’s fish and wildlife pro-
for dedicated all or pa tractors. (Because of the extreme drygram.
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Water Watch

Storage iN 155 StaTewide Reservoirs .:-Hese~olrs. ....... c.-.~:...:~:. .......... : ......" .... ~.:~ ~ : ..... .....

Noah Coastal

S.F. Bay~ ~

Central Coastal ~ ~ ~ centra~ coas~l ~47 s2~ ~ ~ ~2~ 70

South Coastal [~
~ ) ...... ; ~

~cramento Valley 16,~9 10,135 T,32~ ] 1,928 118 75

San Joaquin,~ ..............~ ~i
" ~ Tulare ~ke 2,~ 6~ 312 1,1~ 178 58

~ -.. :: : :.., :.,,,:. ,:,... ....... ........... ... ........ , .... ..... , ....
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~ [ ]

~
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,     .’       , ~" ~;~:~;    ~::~:,~i,~~ ~~:~ ~: ’:: ........:~ : ’/ ~~~S= ..... ....’ =~ ,~:~ ~,/~,~ ’~,~:
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Water Watch

nO- north Coast Water Conditions in California
SF - San Francisco Bay 1995 - Second Wettest Year onRecord
CC - Central Coast Last month we reported that t995 was the second wettest year on
SC - South Coast record. We were right about that but our charts did not show the

SB - Sacramento Basin olT~ciaI final totals. In the latest update from the Department of Water
Resources, the final total of unimpaired runoff for the Sacramento

SJ - San Joaquin River (as shown in the Sacramento River Index chart) was 33.9 MAF.
TL- Tulare Lake This is the second wettest year since the record began in 1906, and
NL- North Lahontan exceeded only by 1983.

SL - South Lahontan The final tally for Northern Sierra 8-Station Precipitation for 1995
was 85.4 inches. This is the second wettest year since the record

. began in 1922, and again, exceeded only bY .1983. The 8-Stations are
a wetness index of. the north and northeastern mountains. (the
Northern Sierra and the Southern Cascades) of the Sacramento River
fiydrologic region --- the source of much of California’s water supply,
The eight stations are designed to gi~ce a representative Sample.of the
.region’smaj0r watersheds: the upper Sacramento, Feather, Yuba and
American rivers, which provide inflow to some of California’s larg~-st
reservoirs.

Reservoi:i" storage on.September 30, the last day of the 1995 water
California yea,, in California’s 155 major intrastate reservoirs was 28.t mitlion

CD acre-feet, 75% of capacity and 130% of average for that date. This is
Hydrologic *~, a~out 12.2 MAF more than last year and the most since 1983, the

wettest year on record, when 32.5 MAF was stored.Regions
Statewide precipitation for 1995 was 165% of normal and April 1
Snowpack for I995 was I75% of normal.

SACRAMENTO RIVER INDEX NORTHERN SIERRA PRECIPITATION
Million Acre-feet Eight Station Index

.. =_,av~a~: ,__ ~8.a 801 .....................~ ~ ........................ ~ ...........t":;.~~               ’

1~ ~~
oct Nov D~ Jan Feb Mar Apt May Jun Jul

0    5 10 15 20 25 ~ ~                     ~ 1995 Water Y~r to Date

About ~e Saeramento Rive~ Index No~ern Slewa ~edpI~tton. ~ of SepL 30, 1995
~ Sac~enm River is ~e single l~gest con~bumr of wa~r m the
S~ento/S~ Jo~u~n ~1~ The Sac~ento River Index is ~e sum of 1995 Water ~e~ To~l to Date = 85.4"
estima~d un~paired ~noff for the Sac~to River me~med at fo~ A~er~e Water Year To=l to Da~ = 48.1"
locals: Per~nt
t) Saer~enm River at Bend B~dge. 2) Feather R~er inflow to Omville.
3) Yuba River at S~ille. 4) Ame~e~ ~ver inflow t0 ~I~m. Average Water Year To~! = 49.8"

~e Eight Sm~on Index is ~e most im~t indicator of ~e pmcipi~tion ~at
The two top b~s Show ~� ~ssibte cf~fiCadon of a ~r-~. ~e~ ~ con~bu~s to ~e store’s dyer ~stems. It’s ~ avem~ me~d at:
~med by the State Water Resou~ Con~l Bo~d ~d is u~d to ~te~n¢ 1) Mr. Sh~ta City -
~tta outflow requi~ments ~d other wa~r uses. ~e the thud b~ shows ~e 3) M~er~ - ne~ Mt. ~en. 4) Brash Creek - n~ ~ke Oro~lle.
average f~ 1941-90. P~t ye~ ~e shown for combative pu~ses. Water 5) Quincy - ne~ Middle
mgu~tions v~ de~nding on whether ~e ~e of the water is for A~[ ne~ Feather River. 7) Blue C~yon - ne~ A~c~ River.
(a~cultum and munici~l/indus~) or F&W (fish ~d wildlife) pu~ses. 8) Pacific Ho~e - Ne~ Sou~ Fork A~fi~ Rive~.
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PoTpourri

Water Weird at Lake Tahoe
On a sunny afternoon about six years possibility that something lurks in the lake when he looked over his shoulder

ago, Phil Intorf watched something dark, lake’s incredible depths, and saw the monster. He hollered to his
almost sinister, break the crystal surface Sure, there’s the fuzzy green critterfriend in their boat, but the other man
of Lake Tahoe. The Kings Beach con-created by local publisher Bob McCor- was so frightened he just gaped dumbly
tractor stopped and stared. Whatever it mick, the man who coined -- and eveninto the water.
was, it surfaced in two places, one fol- trademarked- the term "Tahoe Tessie" C) Ten postal workers, driven formlowing the other by 50 to 60 feet. A V- in the early 80s. Toy Tessies have soldtheir Tahoe City office by a smokingshaped wake rippled out behind thewell, and they keep money coming intoheater, watched in awe as two wakessmooth, dark humps. Convinced he hada small gift shop McCormick owns inmaterialized out of the calm lake, onespotted some "serpentine" lake dweller, Kings Beach. trailing the other. Their description ofIntorf later called a local radio station
and recounted the story. But the sheer number of reported the monster closely resembles Intorf’s.

sightings have many convinced there’s Rush Wickmire, a Department offish
And so Intorf’s experience is added to something down there: and Game biologist who has worked ina long list of "Tahoe Tessie" stories that

have even scientists wondering if the O The first traces of Tessie’s legendthe area for 25 years, is convinced that

could be merit to the possibility of a gi- are found in ancient stories from thethere’s something huge in the lake, and

ant creature living in Lake Tahoe. Washoe Indians who told tales of two suspects it could be a large sturgeon.
powerful types of creature that inhabit Wickmire says a sturgeon is likely be-

The monster was reportedly caught on the lake and were feared for their power,cause they grow to incredible siz~ and
film once in the mid 1980s, but paranoid live for upward of 100 years. If one were
tourism promoters are said to have de- O Enter the settlers. Throughout this in the lake, it certainly would inhabit the
stroyed the footage. One man whocentury, there have been reported crea-top spot on Tahoe’s food chain. And be-
swears that he has a picture refuses toture sightings in Lake Tahoe, spurred on ing a bottom dweller, it would surface
show it to anyone, by sensational news stories and ruralonly occasionally.

lore. In the 1930s the Tahoe Tattler pro-
And now Intorf, confesses to creeping moted the existence of a sea serpent Larry Schuelke, captain of the King-

doubts about his own story. In recount- called Lizzie Ann. fish, also believes there’s something big
ing his sighting, he seems to move back out there. One time something latched
and forth between certainty about what O Covering the story of a fishing onto his bait and took off at such blind-
he’d seen and the uncomfortable realiza-boat sinking, one reporter explained thating speed that even with the boat at full
tion that he is a grown man telling mon-when a boat putts over his deep-wateredpower, line was still spinning off the
ster stories, sleeping grounds, the serpent, angeredreel. After reeling in his line, all he had

by the noise, rises to the surface, swal-was a bare hook without a trace of bait.It certainly had looked like a living
lows the the boat in one or two quickcreature . . . but it could have been an

elaborate trick of light. He just can’t begulps and returns to the depths. Still, even the sturgeon theory has its
holes. Most of those who have reported

sure anymore... O A diver venturing into some under- sightings agree that the creature was
And there aren’t a lot of people rush- water caves reported seeing a huge crea-smooth and dark. Almost none refer to a

ing to back him up. Compared to thoseture that drove him back to the surfacefin or any other markings that would de-
touting Scotland’s world-famous Loch for fear of his life. note a sturgeon. And they believe it rolls
Ness Monster, Tahoe’s promoters ha- O In the early 1980s, a Reno policelazily at the water’s surface, more like a
ven’t paid a whole lot of attention to the officer, said he was treading water in thesnake than a fish.

Calif orniaA Great Offer! 0. Po ,QE
PAID

~VINE, CA
Not receiving your own copy of the ptmurr No.

California Water Journal? 291 ]; !:[ CaMino rr:A[ lrs
Suite 233Send your name and address on let-

terhead, piain paper or a business Tustin, California 92680
card to the address at the right or

simply call (714) 551-1125
Within a month you’ll receive your
first of 12 monthly issues followed
by an invoice for $129 (we have no
advertisements). If you’re not com-
pletely satisfied with your first copy,

just mark the invoice "not inter-
ested" and return it to us.

12 California Water Journal October 1995

C--098701
C-098701


